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A bstract

In this paper,we investigate the possibility ofexplaining both the R b ex-

cessand theR c de� citreported by theLEP experim entsthrough Z-Z0m ixing

e� ects. W e have constructed a set ofm odels consistent with a restrictive set

ofprinciples:uni� cation oftheStandard M odel(SM )gauge couplings,vector-

like additionalm atter,and couplings which are both generation-independent

and leptophobic.Thesem odelsareanom aly-free,perturbativeup to theG UT

scale,and contain realistic m assspectra. O utofthisclass ofm odels,we � nd

three explicit realizations which � t the LEP data to a far better extent than

theunm odi� ed SM orM SSM and satisfy allotherphenom enologicalconstraints

which we have investigated. O ne realization,the �-m odelcom ing from E6,is

particularly attractive,arising naturally from geom etricalcom pacti� cationsof

heteroticstring theory.Thisconclusion dependscrucially on theinclusion ofa

U (1)kineticm ixingterm ,whosevalueiscorrectly predicted by renorm alization

group running in the E 6 m odelgiven one discrete choice ofspectra.
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1 Introduction & P rinciples

During thepastsix yearsthefourexperim entsatLEP have provided an abundance

ofdata supporting the Standard M odel(SM ) ofparticle physics and its SU(3)c �

SU(2)L � U(1)Y gaugegroup structure.Untilrecently there hasbeen no signi�cant

deviation pointing to new sources ofphysics beyond the SM .However,within the

last two years there has been growing evidence that a discrepancy exists between

the predicted and m easured widthsforthe band c-quark decaysofthe Z boson.In

particular,LEP hasreported m easurem entsof[1]:

R b

R c

)

�
�(Z ! bb=cc)

�(Z ! hadrons)
=

(

0:2219� 0:0017

0:1543� 0:0074
(1)

Thesevaluesdi�erfrom theSM predictions,R b = 0:2152� 0:0005and Rc = 0:1714�

0:0001 [2](form t = (176� 13)GeV[3]and �s = 0:125� 0:010),by 3:9� and � 2:3�

respectively.

IfoneiswillingtoaccepttheR cdiscrepancyasstatistical,thentherearem anynew

sourcesofphysicswhich can servetoresolvetheR b m easurem entbyonlychangingthe

couplingsofthe third-generation ferm ions. Such a m ethod isnaturally provided by

low-energysupersym m etry (SUSY)with lightcharginosandstops[4],orbyadditional

ferm ionsm ixing with,oradditionalinteractionsof,theband tquarks[5].However,

ifone interprets the R c de�cit asanothersignalofnew physics,then the scenarios

fornew physicsarem orelim ited [6].

A potentialhurdlewhich onem ustfacewith respectto sim ultaneously explaining

theR b excessand theR c de�citisthattheLEP m easurem entforthetotalhadronic

widthoftheZ isingoodagreem entwiththeSM prediction(�had = (1744:8� 3:0)M eV

atLEP versus �had = (1743:5� 3:1)M eV in the SM ),while the sum Rb + R c isin

slightdisagreem entwith the SM prediction. Thatis,R b + R c = 0:3762� 0:0070 as

m easured atLEP (with theerrorcorrelationsproperly included),versusatheoretical

expectation of0:3866� 0:0005,1:5� apart.

A clue to solving thisconundrum m ay lie in a sim ple observation. De�ning �� i

asthedi�erence between theexperim entaland thetheoreticaldeterm inationsof�i,

onenotesthat

3�� b+ 2�� c = (� 23:2� 24:3)M eV (2)

so thatatthe1� level,a consistentinterpretation ofthedata isgiven by assum ing a

avor-dependentbutgeneration-independentshiftin thehadronicZ-couplings.That

is,

�u;c = �SMu;c + �� c

�d;s;b = �SMd;s;b+ �� b: (3)

Such a pattern ofshiftshasalso been suggested in [7,8,9].
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A second hurdle in explaining the R b and R c puzzles is that unlike the partial

hadronic widths of the Z, the well-m easured partialleptonic widths are in good

agreem ent with the SM predictions: �e = 83:93 � 0:14M eV and �inv = 499:9 �

2:5M eV,which arewithin 0:4� and � 0:4� respectively oftheory.Any sourceofnew

physicsm ustpreserve thesuccessfulpredictionsoftheSM fortheleptonicwidths.

In thispaperweproposeto explain theR b� Rc problem by introducing an addi-

tionalU(1)0gaugesym m etry.Ifthisnew U(1)0isbroken neartheelectroweak scale,

there can be signi�cantm ixing between the usualZ and the new Z 0. The physical

Z-boson asproduced atLEP willthen have itscouplingsto ferm ionsaltered by an

am ountproportionalto theZ � Z0m ixing angletim estheZ 0coupling to thosesam e

ferm ions.

Analyseshave recently appeared in the literature [8,9]thatseek to �tthe LEP

databyintroducingsuch anadditionalU(1)0.Bothoftheseworksm akeaphenom eno-

logical�tto thedata introducing som enum berofnew param eters,such asarbitrary

U(1)0 charge ratios,Z � Z0 m ixing angle,and Z 0 m ass. These analysesdo indicate

thatthis classofscenarios hasthe potentialto solve the R b � Rc discrepancy,and

arethereforeinteresting.However,they sharesom efundam entalproblem sassociated

with the lack ofan underlying,consistentfram ework. Forexam ple,the extra U(1)0

isnotanom aly free(thisistrueboth forthe[U(1)0]3,and m ostseriously,the m ixed

SM -U(1)0 anom alies). Further,since the authors of[8,9]also seek to explain the

CDF dijetexcess,they are forced to take a high value ofthe Z 0 m ass. Forsuch Z 0

m asses,theU(1)0-couplingshavetobesolargethattheU(1)0gaugecouplingbecom es

non-perturbative atm osta decade above the Z 0 m assscale;im plicitin thisisthat

theZ 0width in thesem odelsequalsoreven exceedstheZ 0m ass.

Herewe willtakea di�erentapproach.W esetforth a few basicprincipleswhich

we believe any attractiveZ 0-m odelshould obey.W ithin thisfram ework we will�nd

that there exist only lim ited classes ofU(1)0 m odels which are phenom enologically

viable and theoretically consistent. Each classhasa well-de�ned prediction forthe

U(1)0chargesoftheSM ferm ions,reducingm uch ofthearbitrarinessin thecouplings.

W ewillnotattem ptto explain theCDF dijetanom aly.

Theprinciplesthatwedem and are:

� Thelow energyspectrum m ustbeconsistentwith theuni�cation ofthestandard

m odelgauge couplings that occurs in the m inim alsupersym m etric standard

m odel(M SSM ).Thiswilllead ustoconsiderm odelswhich areextensionsofthe

M SSM ,with anynon-M SSM m atteradded inparticularcom binationswhich can

bethoughtofas�lling com plete m ultipletsofSU(5).W eallow thepossibility

ofuni�cation within a string fram ework,and do notrequire the presence ofa

�eld theoreticGUT.

� Allnon-M SSM m atterm ustfallinto vector-like representationsunderthe SM

gaugegroups.Such arequirem entisconsistentwith theabsenceofexperim ental

evidence for new ferm ions with m asses below the top quark m ass. Further,
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note that additionalchiralm atter is disfavored by the electroweak precision

m easurem ents,since,in contrast to vector-like m atter it can give very large

contributionsto theS,T,and U param eters.

� The U(1)0 chargesofthe SM leptonsm ustbe (to a good approxim ation)zero.

Thisrequirem entofleptophobiaism otivated bythephenom enology.Thisalone

willelim inate the U(1)factorsassociated with m osttraditionalGUT groups,

sinceGUT’stend to placeleptonsand quarksinto com m on m ultiplets.

� Consistent with Eq.(3),we require that the U(1)0 couplings be generation-

independent.Thisrequirem entisessentialiftree{levelhadronicavorchanging

neutralcurrentprocessesm ediated bytheU(1)0gaugeboson aretobenaturally

suppressed.Thisalso hastheadvantageofsim plicity and econom y.

To be precise,the principle ofuni�cation thatwe willim pose requires thatthe

m eeting oftheSM couplingsat2� 1016 GeV isnota coincidence.Forsim plicity we

willnotexplicitly consider in thisarticle the variousstring m odels where the scale

ofuni�cation isincreased to the (weak-coupling prediction ofthe)string uni�cation

scale M
1� loop
str � 5� 1017 GeV,such as those discussed in [10],although itwillbe

clearthattheconsequencesforourdiscussion ofsuch am odi�cation areslight.(Note

thatoneinteresting possibility thatcould m aintain uni�cation at2� 1016 GeV isthe

strongly coupled string scenario recently proposed by W itten [11].)

Ifone takesthe uni�cation ofgaugecouplingsto im ply theexistence ofa sim ple

GUT gauge group,then the naturalcandidates with extra U(1)’s and three chiral

fam iliesareSO (10)and E 6.HoweverthesingleadditionalU(1)within SO (10)isnot

leptophobic. In E 6 alllinear com binations ofthe two additionalU(1)’s orthogonal

to hypercharge couple to leptons. Nonetheless,we willshow that by including an

e�ectusually overlooked in the literature(U(1)-m ixing in the kinetic term sthrough

renorm alization group ow [12,13])thereexistsauniqueU(1)0in theE 6 group which

iscom patible with the data. The E 6 subgroup in question isusually known in the

literatureasthe�-m odeland interestingly istheuniquem odelwhich resultsfrom E6

W ilson{line breaking directly to a rank-5 subgroup in a string context[14].W e will

discussthiscasein som edetailin Section 4.

Finally,although weassum e theM SSM forthepurposesofgaugecoupling uni�-

cation,wedo notuseM SSM loop contributionsto theZbbvertex in orderto explain

any partofthe R b anom aly. In particularwe do notassum e lightcharginosortop

squarkswhich arethenecessary ingredientsforsuch a scenario [4].

2 Z � Z 0 M ixing

W e begin with a brief generaldiscussion of Z � Z0 m ixing in the context of an

SU(2)L � U(1)Y � U(1)0m odel.A m oredetailed discussion can befound,forexam ple,
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in Refs.[15,16].TheneutralcurrentLagrangian oftheZ and Z 0isgiven by

LN C =
1

2

X

i

 i
�

�
g2

cW
(vi+ ai

5)Z� + g
0(v0i+ a

0

i
5)Z 0

�

�

 i (4)

where

vi= T3i� 2Qis
2
W ; ai= � T3i (5)

aretheSM vectorand axialcouplingsoftheZ,and v0,a0 arethe (unknown)vector

and axialcouplingsofthe Z 0.Here g0isthecoupling constantofthenew U(1)0and

s2W � sin2�W .

Afterelectroweak and U(1)0breaking,theZ and Z 0gaugebosonsm ix toform the

m asseigenstatesZ1;2,where we willidentify the Z1 with the gauge boson produced

atLEP:

Z1 = cos� Z + sin� Z0

Z2 = � sin� Z + cos� Z0: (6)

Sincesuch m ixingm ustnecessarily besm allin ordertoexplain thegeneralagreem ent

between LEP resultsandtheSM ,wewillthroughoutthispaperusetheapproxim ation

Z1 ’ Z + �Z0.W ewillalso assum ethatthem assoftheZ2 islargeenough so thatits

e�ectsatLEP,eitherviadirectproductionorloope�ectscanbeignored.Thereforeall

new physicse�ectsm ustappearthrough them ixingangle�.TherelevantLagrangian

probed atLEP willthen be

LZ1
=

g2

2cW

X

i

 i
�(vi+ ai

5)Z1� i (7)

where,forsm all�,

vi ’ vi+ �v
0

i

ai ’ ai+ �a
0

i; (8)

and wehavede�ned theauxiliary quantity

� � (g0cW =g2)�: (9)

BecausetheZ1 isno longerpurely theelectroweak Z,the�-param eter

� � 1� 4
p
2G F (� 11(0)� �33(0)) (10)

receives a tree-levelcorrection. (Here � ii(0) are the SU(2)L vacuum polarization

am plitudesatzero m om entum transfer.) Ifwede�nethecorrectionsto � by

� � 1+ ��SM + ��; (11)
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where �� SM isdue to loop correctionsalready presentin theSM (such asthe top),

then the m ixing with the Z 0 contributesto ��. Since we willlaterbe interested in

taking into account the e�ects offurther shifts in � due to the rest ofthe M SSM

spectrum ,wedecom pose�� = �� M + �� extra,where�� M isthepartdueto m ixing

with theZ 0.Thevalueof�� isthequantity thatour�tstotheLEP datawilldirectly

constrain.W riting theZ � Z0m assm atrix as

M
2
Z;Z 0 =

 

m 2
Z �m 2

�m 2 M 2
Z 0

!

; (12)

then forM 2
Z 0 � m 2

Z,�m
2,one�ndsthattheshiftin � dueto m ixing,�� M ,isgiven

by

�� M ’ �
2

 
m 2

Z2

m 2
Z1

!

’ �
2

 
M 2

Z 0

m 2
Z

!

; (13)

where

� ’ �
�m 2

M 2
Z 0

: (14)

Thereisalso a corresponding shiftin s2W :

s
2
W = s

2
W j�= 0�

s2W c
2
W

c2W � s2W
�� M : (15)

In term s ofthe above param eters,one can then calculate the Z1 partialwidth to

ferm ions:

�(Z 1 ! ff)=
G F m

3
Z1

6
p
2�

�Nc

�

v
2
f + a

2
f

�

: (16)

A furtherrelation m ay be obtained by exam ining the speci�c form ofthe term s

that com e into Eq.(12). Ifwe assum e thatthe �elds �i which receive vev’s occur

only in doubletsorsingletsofSU(2)L,then

m
2
Z =

2g22

c2W

X

i

hT3i�ii
2 =

g22

2c2W
v
2
Z;

M
2
Z 0 = 2g02

X

i

hQ 0

i�ii
2
; (17)

�m 2 =
2g2g

0

cW

X

i

hT3i�iihQ
0

i�ii;

where Q 0

i is the U(1)
0 charge of�i and v2Z is the sum ofthe vev’s ofthe SU(2)L

doublets.Then wem ay write�� M asa sim plefunction of�:

�� M ’ �

 
g2

g0cW

!  
�m 2

m 2
Z

!

� = �
4�

v2Z

X

i

hT3i�iihQ
0

i�ii: (18)
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W hatisnoteworthy aboutthisrelationship isthatitisconnectsthe two quantities

(�� M and �)which areexperim entally constrained atLEP (up to ��extra,which we

can bound),in a way thatisindependentoftheunknown gaugecoupling g0and the

Z 0m ass.Notethat�m 2 and � in Eq.(18)haveoppositesigns,sothat��M isalways

positive.

2.1 U (1)a � U (1)b M ixing and R G E’s

The discussion so farhasechoed the conventionalwisdom on the subjectofZ � Z0

m ixing. However, it was realized m any years ago [12]that in a theory with two

U(1) factors,there can appear in the Lagrangian a term consistent with allgauge

sym m etrieswhich m ixesthe two U(1)’s.In the basisin which the interaction term s

have the canonicalform ,the pure gauge part ofthe Lagrangian for an arbitrary

U(1)a � U(1)b theory can bewritten

L = �
1

4
F
��

(a)
F(a)�� �

1

4
F
��

(b)
F(b)�� �

sin�

2
F
��

(a)
F(b)��

+ �m 2
A (a)�A

�

(b)
+
1

2
m

2
aA (a)�A

�

(a)
+
1

2
m

2
bA (b)�A

�

(b)
(19)

Ifboth U(1)’sarisefrom thebreaking ofsom esim plegroup G ! U(1)a� U(1)b,then

sin� = 0 attree level. However,ifthe m atterofthe e�ective low-energy supersym -

m etrictheory issuch that

X

i= chiral �elds

�

Q
i
aQ

i
b

�

6= 0; (20)

then non-zero � willbegenerated atone-loop.Thisisnaturally thecase when split

m ultiplets ofthe originalnon-Abelian gauge sym m etry,such asthe Higgsdoublets

in a grand uni�ed theory,arepresentin thee�ective theory.Sincewe areinterested

in a large separation ofscales,M G U T and M Z,we willneed to resum the large log-

arithm sthatappear[13,17]using the renorm alization group equations(RGE’s)for

theevolution ofthegaugecouplingsincluding theo�-diagonalterm s.

Onceanon-zero� (or�m 2)hasbeen induced,oneneedstotransform tothem ass

eigenstate basis.To do so,one m ustperform a (non-unitary)transform ation on the

originalgauge�elds,A (a) and A (b),to arriveatthem asseigenstates,Z1;2:

A (a) = (cos� � tan� sin�)Z1 � (sin� + tan� cos�)Z2

A (b) = (sin� Z1 + cos� Z2)=cos�; (21)

where

tan2� =
� 2cos� (�m 2 � m2a sin�)

m 2
b � m2a cos2� + 2�m 2sin�

: (22)

This transform ation results in a shift in the e�ective charge to which one ofthe

originalU(1)’scouples.(OneU(1)can alwaysbechosen to haveunshifted charges.)
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Thiscan beseen by takingthe� = 0lim itoftheabovetransform ation.Theresulting

interaction Lagragian isthen oftheform [12]:

Lint =  
� (gaQ aZ1� + (gbQ b+ gabQ a)Z2�) (23)

wheretherede�ned gaugecouplingsarerelated to theoriginalcouplings,g0,by ga =

g0a,gb = g0b=cos� and gab = � g0a tan�.The ratio � � gab=gb isa phenom enologically

usefulparam eter,representing the shift in the Z2{ferm ion coupling due to kinetic

m ixing.

Therenorm alization group equationsforthecoupling{constantow ofa U(1)a �

U(1)b theory,including theo�{diagonalm ixing,are m ostusefully form ulated in the

basisofEq.(23).In thisbasistheequationsforthecouplingsga;gb and gab are:

dga

dt
=

1

16�2
g
3
aB aa;

dgb

dt
=

1

16�2
gb

�

g
2
bB bb+ g

2
abB aa + 2gbgabB ab

�

; (24)

dgab

dt
=

1

16�2

�

g
2
bgabB bb+ g

3
abB aa + 2g2agabB aa + 2g2agbB ab+ 2gbg

2
abB ab

�

;

where B ij = tr(Q iQ j) with the trace taken over allthe chiralsuper�elds in the

e�ective theory,and there is no sum over (a;b) in Eq.(24). From these equations

we im m ediately see thateven ifgab = 0 to begin with,a non-zero value ofthe o�-

diagonalcouplingisgenerated iftheinner{producttr(Q iQ j)between thetwocharges

isnon{zero.TheadvantageofthisbasisfortheRGE’sisthatthelow-energy valueof

theparam eter� isgiven directly by theratio gab=gb evaluated atthelow scale.(This

isnotthecaseforthem oresym m etricalform oftheRGE’sgiven in Ref.[13].)

Forthecaseathand,wewillchoosethecouplingsoftheusualZ� tobecanonical,

shiftingthechargeoftheZ 0

�.SinceitistheB � com ponentofZ� which m ixesthrough

thekinetic term s,thecouplingsoftheZ 0to m atter�eldscan beexpressed in term s

ofan e�ectiveU(1)0chargeQ e� = Q 0+ Y �,whereY ishypercharge.W ecan translate

from Eq.(23) using ga = g2=cW and gb = g0 so that gab = � g2tan�W tan� and

� = gab=gb.Thevectorand axialcouplingsthatcom einto Eq.(8)aregiven by

v
0 = Q e�( )� Qe�( 

c)

a
0 = � Qe�( )� Qe�( 

c): (25)

Notethatboth  and  c areleft-handed chiral�elds:Q e�( 
c)= � Qe�( R ).

In m ostofthe m odelswe willconsider,we willwork directly with Q e�;in such

m odels,whether ornotQ e� can be expressed assom e Q 0+ Y � fornon{zero � will

nothave an e�ecton the analysis. However,when considering the �{m odelcom ing

from E 6,thedi�erencebetween Q e� and Q � willhaveim portantconsequenceson the

observablephysics.W ereservefurthercom m enton theU(1)m ixing in theE 6 m odel

untilSection 4.
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Kineticm ixingofU(1)’swillalsoshiftthe�-param eter.In theprevioussubsection

wehadassum ed thatwecouldwritetheelectroweakZ interm softhem asseigenstates

asZ = cos� Z1 � sin� Z2. However,in the presence ofa non{zero � (or�),thisis

changed to (seeEq.(21),replacing tan� with � sW tan�):

Z = (cos� + sin�sW tan�)Z1 � (sin� � cos�sW tan�)Z2

Z
0 = (sin� Z1 + cos� Z2)=cos� (26)

A =  � cW tan�(sin� Z1 + cos� Z2)

where isthephysicalphoton.Eq.(22)for� becom es

tan2� =
� 2cos�(�m 2 + m 2

ZsW sin�)

M 2
Z 0 � m2Z cos

2� + m 2
Zs

2
W sin2� � 2�m 2sW sin�

; (27)

whiletheZ1 m assisgiven to lowestorderin m
2
Z=M

2
Z 0 by:

m
2
Z1
= m

2
Z

8
<

:
1�

m 2
Z

M 2
Z 0

 
�m 2

m 2
Z

+ sW sin�

! 2
9
=

;
: (28)

Thecoe�cientoftheZ 1 term in Eq.(26)isessentially a wave-function renorm al-

ization fortheZ1 and contributesto�� M by absorbingpartoftheexplicitm assshift

which cam e from m assm atrix m ixing [16].The nete�ectisa negative contribution

to �� M which subtracts from the positive de�nite contribution com ing from m ass

m ixing.In term sof�,

�� M ’
M 2

Z 0

m 2
Z

�
2 � 2k�� (29)

wherek = g0cW sW =g2.Theim portantpointtonoteisthat,in thepresenceofkinetic

m ixing,�� M can besm allerthan had there been no such m ixing;in fact,�� M can

benegative.

Thekineticm ixing also shiftss2W beyond whatwasalready included in Eq.(15):

s
2
W = s

2
W j�= �= 0� �c

2
W

 
s2W

c2W � s2W

M 2
Z 0

m 2
Z

� + k�

!

: (30)

For � = 0 this reduces to Eq.(15). Finally,there is a new contribution,SM ,to

the so-called S-param eter (see,e.g.,Ref.[16]) due to kinetic m ixing which can be

negative:

�SM ’ � 4c2W k�� (31)

to leading orderin m 2
Z=M

2
Z 0.
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2.2 N ew C ontributions to O blique Param eters

Asnoted in thepreviousSections,in theabsenceofU(1)kineticm ixing (i.e.,� = 0),

Z{Z 0m ixing givesa positivecontribution to the�{param eter,denoted by ��M ,and

nocontribution totheS-param eter.Sinceournum erical�tsaresensitivetothetotal

�� and S,itisim portantto seeiftherearecorrectionsfrom sourcesotherthan the

Z{Z 0 m ixing. (Both �� and S are de�ned to be zero in the SM forsom e reference

top quark and Higgs boson m asses which we take to be 175GeV and 125GeV re-

spectively.) The spectrum ofthe e�ective theory in allm odelsthatwe willconsider

includesaHiggssectorwith twodoublets,vector{likestatesin com plete\SU(5)m ul-

tiplets",and thesuperpartnersofallparticles,allofwhich can in principlecontribute

to the oblique param eters. The sizes ofthese contributions depends on the details

ofthe m ass spectrum . As we shallsee,the scale ofthe U(1)0 breaking turns out

to be relatively low in allm odels (typically M Z 0 � 200� 250GeV). Therefore the

contributionsoftheadditionalm attercannotbeignored in general.Letustherefore

estim ate the typicalallowed ranges for �� extra and Sextra (S � SM + Sextra),given

som ereasonablechoicesforthespectrum ,in particularthatdepending upon M SSM

superpartners,Higgssector,and additionalvector-likem atter.

The superpartner contributions to �� extra and Sextra in the M SSM have been

studied in Refs.[18]and [19]respectively. In Ref.[19]ithasbeen shown thatsuch

contributions to Sextra are generally very sm all;therefore we willignore M SSM su-

perpartnercontributionsto Sextra in everything thatfollows.Likewise itisshown in

Ref.[18]thatthecorrectionsto �� extra from theM SSM sparticlespectrum aresm all

(and positive)with theexception ofthestop{sbottom correction which can besizable

depending on thenatureofthesupersym m etric spectrum .

Although theHiggs{boson contribution to�� extra in ageneraltwo{doubletm odel

can be large and negative (aslarge as� 0:01),in supersym m etric m odelsthere are

restrictionson the Higgssectorparam eters,resulting in an absolute lowerbound of

�� extra � � 0:0015 from the M SSM Higgs sector. However,in the class ofm odels

which we willconsider in Section 3,this num ber becom es � 0:002 since the Higgs

sector in these m odels is not identicalto that ofthe M SSM .This is because the

�H uH d term ofthe M SSM willbe replaced by �H uH dS,where S is a SM {singlet

�eld carrying U(1)0 charge. There isalso a new contribution to the Higgspotential

from theU(1)0D{term .W ehaveanalyzed theHiggsspectrum ofthesem odels,which

resem ble theM SSM with a singlet(theNM SSM ).In thelim itwherethesingletvev

is large com pared to the doublet vev’s,but keeping the m ass ofthe pseudoscalar

�xed,we have num erically exam ined the m ostnegative �� extra obtainable from the

Higgssectorand found itto be � 0:002. Ofcourse,thiscould be partially o�setby

som e positive contribution from othersectors,such as the stop-sbottom sector. In

the m odelanalysisofSection 3.1 we willtherefore considertwo cases,one in which

�� extra = 0 and anotherin which wetake�� extra to havethenotunreasonablevalue

� 0:001.

Asfarasthe contributionsfrom additionalvector-like m atterare concerned,we

9



willalwaysconsiderthesim pleisospin-sym m etriccase(i.e.,them assesoftheT3 = � 1

2

states equal) where there are no vector-like contributions to �� extra. In this lim it,

Sextra need not be zero. For the various m odels we willconsider, Sextra receives

potentiallylargecontributionsfrom them ultiplicityoflepton/higgsinodoubletswhich

arise.Therearetwo naturalcases.One,in which thevector-likecontributionsto the

doubletm assesdom inateoverthechiralcontributions,givesSextra ’ 0.Alternatively,

because the weak scale and the U(1)0 scale are quite close,the chiralm assescan be

oforderthevector-like m asses;we haveestim ated,using theresultsofRef.[20],the

contribution to Sextra in thiscaseto be+0:14 perpairofsuch doublets.

3 Leptophobic U (1) M odels

Any m odelwhich hopes to extend the SM in a m inim alfashion m ust give m asses

to the SM ferm ionsthrough the usualHiggsm echanism . W ithin a supersym m etric

m odel,such couplingsappearin the superpotential,W .Letting W 0 be the m inim al

superpotentialconsistentwith theSM ,wewrite1

W 0 = huQH uu
c+ hdQH dd

c+ heLH de
c
: (32)

The new U(1)0 m ust also preserve this superpotential. Dem anding that the U(1)0

couplingsoftheleptonsbezero allowsusto writethechargesoftherem aining �elds

as:
Q 0(Q)� x Q0(H u)= � x � y

Q 0(uc)� y Q0(H d)= 0

Q 0(dc)= � x

(33)

W e nextrequire thatthe resulting gauge theory have no anom alies. In the case

oftheSM particlecontentalone,thisim pliesC3 = C2 = C1 = C0 = 0,where,

[SU(3)]2 � U(1)0: 3x+ 3y � C3 (34)

[SU(2)]2 � U(1)0: 8x� y � C2 (35)

[U(1)Y ]
2 � U(1)0: � x + 7

2
y � C1 (36)

[U(1)0]2 � U(1)Y : (x + y)(7x� 5y) � C0: (37)

Atthistim ewedonotconcernourselveswiththe[U(1)0]3,orU(1)0[gravity]2 anom alies

sincethesecan besaturated with anynum berofSM gaugesinglets.Theonlysolution

which cancelsallanom aliesin Eqs.(34){(37)isthetrivialsolution x = y = 0.

Goingbeyond theM SSM ,wewish toadd m atterin such awaythattheuni�cation

ofgaugecouplingsthatoccursin theM SSM isnotupset.To do so wem ustarrange

thattheadditionalm atterchangestheM SSM one{loop beta{function coe�cientsin

1W ith theextended m attercontentthatwewillintroducelaterin thepaper,itisalso possibleto

considerm ore com plicated non-m inim alchoicesforthese Yukawa couplings,where the Higgsthat

couplesto ec and dc aredistinct.W e willnotanalyzethesepossibilitiesin detailhere.

10



such a way that�b 2 = �b 3 =
3

5
�b 1.Thisconstraintcan be m osteasily understood

asrequiringtheaddition ofcom pleteSU(5)m ultipletstothespectrum (though U(1)0

need notcom m utewith this�ctitiousSU(5)).

Our principles outlined in Section 1 constrain us further in how we add SU(5)

m ultipletsto them odel.Im plicitin therequirem entofuni�cation isthatthegauge

couplingsrem ain perturbative up to the uni�cation scale. Thisim pliesthatwe can

only add (a lim ited num ber of) 5’s,10’s,and their conjugate representations. By

requiring thatallnew m atterbe vector-like underthe SM gauge groups,we restrict

ourselvesfurtherto adding them ultipletsin pairs.In com bination,thesetwo princi-

pleslim itusto adding (A)up to four(5+ 5)pairs,or(B)one(10+ 10)pair,or(C)

onepaireach of(5 + 5)and (10 + 10).

ConsiderM odelA with asinglepairof(5+ 5).Becausewerequireneitherthatthe

U(1)0com m uteswith theersatzSU(5),northatthechargeassignm entsbevectorial

with respectto theU(1)0,wewritegeneralU(1)0chargesforthenew statesas:

5 = (3;1)[� 1=3;a1] + (1;2)[1=2;a2]

5 = (3;1)[1=3;a1] + (1;2)[� 1=2;a2]
(38)

whereeachstateislistedbyits(SU(3)c;SU(2)L)[U(1)Y ;U(1)
0]representation/charge.

Theanom aly coe�cientsarechanged to:

C0 ! C0 � a21 + a22 + a21 � a22 C2 ! C2 + a2 + a2

C1 ! C1 +
1

3
(a1 + a1)+

1

2
(a2 + a2) C3 ! C3 + a1 + a1:

(39)

Solving forthecondition C3 = C2 = C1 = C0 = 0 yields

y = 2x; (40)

withtheadditionalrelationsa1 = � 2(a2+9x)=3,a2 = � a2� 6x,anda1 = (2a2� 9x)=3.

Notethatallchargesarerationallyrelated,and,further,thatforapurely axialchoice

ofU(1)0 charges(a1 = a1 etc.),the only solution isthe trivialone x = y = ai = 0.

The resultEq.(40)doesnotdepend on the num berof(5 + 5)pairs. Thusforthis

entire class ofm odels,we know the couplings ofallthe quarks to the Z 0 through

Eq.(33),up to oneoverallnorm alization.

Thesam eexercise can beundertaken forM odelB.Now weadd thestatesin the

(10 + 10)with chargeassignm ents

10 = (3;2)[1=6;a3] + (3;1)[� 2=3;a4] + (1;1)[1;a5]

10 = (3;2)[� 1=6;a3] + (3;1)[2=3;a4] + (1;1)[� 1;a5]:
(41)

In the generalcase the phenom enologically im portantratio y=x isundeterm ined by

theanom alyconditions.However,ifwem akethevery naturalsim plifyingassum ption

thattheU(1)0chargesin Eq.(41)arepurely axial(a3 = a3,etc.),then the[U(1)
0]2�

U(1)Y anom aly equation (37)isunm odi�ed and there areonly two solutionsforthe

chargeratio:

y = � x; or y =
7x

5
: (42)
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Theassociated chargesoftheextra statesarefa3;a4;a5g= f� 3x=2;3x;� 3x=2g and

f� 11x=10;� 7x=5;x=10g respectively. In the following we willreferto these m odels

as\B(-1)" and \B(7/5)". In the \B(-1)" m odelthe chargesare identicalto baryon

num ber,with theHiggsdoubletH u carryingzerocharge.Atthisstageitisim portant

to recognizethatboth thesem odelshavethepotentialproblem thattheextra states

do notinclude(1;2)� 1=2 representationswhich can beused to givea naturally sm all

o�-diagonalm ixing term �m 2 in the M 2
Z;Z 0 m ass m atrix Eq.(12). In the B(-1)

m odel,there is no tree{levelZ � Z0 m ixing. Even at the one{loop level,no such

m ixing arisesin thesim plestversion ofthism odelwherethe(10+ 10)statesreceive

m asses from SM singlets only. In the B(7/5) m odel,on the other hand,there is

tree{levelZ � Z0 m ixing,which howevertendsto be too large. Aswe willsee,this

m odelrequires additional(negative) contributions to the �-param eter to relax the

constraintEq.(18).

M odelC has,in the generalcase,ten new U(1)0 charges corresponding to the

ten new statesin Eqs.(38)and (41),and again even with the constraints im posed

by anom aly cancellation the ratio y=x is not determ ined. However there are two

particularlyattractiveand naturalsubclassesofthesem odels.In the�rstsubclassthe

U(1)0chargesoftheextrastatesarechosen tobepurelyaxial.Thisleadstothecharge

ratiosy=x = � 1 or7=5 asin Eq.(42)(M odels\C(-1)" and \C(7/5)" respectively).

Note thatsince allC-type m odelscontain an extra pairofHiggsdoublets,they are

naturally abletoaccom m odateasuitably sm allZ � Z0m ixing.Thesecond attractive

subclass ofM odelC is de�ned by setting the U(1)0 charges ofthe anti-generation

(5 + 10) to zero (a1 = a2 = a3 = a4 = a5 = 0). In this case the ratio y=x is

continuously adjustableasisthecharge,a3,oftheadditional(3;2)1=6 state.Am ong

thiscontinuousfam ily,thechoice

y = x (43)

isespecially sim pleand attractive(M odel\C(1)").

In allcaseswe stillneed to im posethe[U(1)0]3 and U(1)0[gravity]2 anom aly can-

cellation conditions. It is im portant to consider an e�cient way ofachieving this

because we willsoon see thatthere isa strong constraint arising from the require-

m entofperturbativity ofthe U(1)0-coupling allthe way up to the GUT scale,and

the U(1)0 beta{function getsa signi�cantcontribution from these SM -singletstates

(collectively �’s).Onem ustalsoadd su�cientvector{likestatescharged underU(1) 0

to give allthe additionalm atter(including statesboth in the 10 + 10 and 5 + 5’s,

and the �’s) m asses. The derivation ofthe m inim alset (in the sense ofreducing

their contribution to the beta{function) ofstates and charges that satis�es these

conditions is a di�cult problem in general. As our interest is only in the value of

the m inim alU(1)0 beta{function coe�cient b (including the contributions from the

SM -non-singlets states) we justquote the results forbm in forthe variousm odels in

Table 1,and where we have em ployed an ansatz forthe spectrum ofanom aly can-

celling states2.(OuransatzistochooseasetofU(1)0-charged states,�,which cancel

2W e doubt that it is possible for som e ofthe SM singlets to be very light,which would have
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M odel A B(� 1) B(7/5) C(� 1) C(7/5) C(1)

bm in 1363 280 174 129 154 191

Table 1: M inim albeta-function coe� cients (in the norm alization x = 1) for the m od-

els de� ned in the text,together with additionalSM {singlet m atter to cancel[U (1)0]3 and

gravitationalanom alies,and give m ass to allnon-M SSM states. The version ofM odelA

considered hasa single 5 + 5.

theextraanom aliesand sim ultaneously contributem inim ally totheU(1)0�-function.

W ethen includea m inim alsetU(1)0vector-like stateswhich givem assto the�’s.)

Strictly speaking our\uni�cation principle" doesnotabsolutely require the per-

tubativity ofU(1)0 up to the GUT scale { it is only the SM gauge couplings that

we require to successfully unify while stillperturbative. Forinstance,itispossible

thatourextraU(1)0gaugesym m etry isenhanced intoanon-Abelian gaugesym m etry

wellbeforetheGUT scale,in which casethefollowing is(possibly m uch)too severe

a restriction. Nevertheless itisinteresting to see the boundson the m assofthe Z 0

thatfollow from such a requirem ent.

The restriction is derived as follows: Using the Eqs.(9)and (13)for the �tted

quantities� and ��M ,we�nd thatforthex = 1 norm alization choice,

�
0(M Z)�

g02

4�
’ 4:43� 10� 2

(�)2

�� M

�
M Z 0

M Z

�2

: (44)

Howeverrequiring thattheLandau poledoesnotoccuruntila scale� gives(atone

loop)therestriction

�
0(M Z)�

2�

b

1

log(�=M Z)
; (45)

where bisthe beta{function coe�cient. Putting these two equationstogetherleads

to a restriction on the Z 0 to Z m ass ratio in term s ofthe \m easured" quantities �

and �� M ,and thecoe�cientb(forwhich wehavea lowerbound given them inim al

spectrum ofU(1)0charged particlesnecessary foranom aly cancellation,etc.):

�
M Z 0

M Z

�2

� 142
�� M

(�)2

1

blog(�=M Z)
: (46)

Forthem ostrestrictive caseof�= 2� 1016 GeV,thisgives

�
M Z 0

M Z

�2

� 4:3
�� M

(�)2bm in
: (47)

reduced signi� cantly the�-function coe� cientsbm in.Constraintson thispossibility com epredom i-

nantly from supernova cooling and to a lesserextentbig{bang nucleosynthesis(BBN).Ifthese SM

singletsarem assless,theywillbeproduced copiouslyinsidesupernovaethrough theirZ 0interactions.

O nce produced,they willfree stream out ofthe supernova leading to rapid cooling. Consistency

with SN1987A observation requiresthattheZ 0 m assm ustbegreaterthan about1TeV orthatthe

singletstatesm ustbe heavierthan about30M eV.
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O A
(1)

O
A
(2)

O
B
(1)

O
B
(2)

O

�Z 0.98 � 1:02 � 0:55 0.50

R ‘ � 0:04 � 0:83 � 0:78 0.71

�had 0.006 0.12 0.32 � 0:29

R b 0.007 0.16 � 2:8 � 0:71

R c � 0:004 0.33 5.4 1.4

M W =M Z 0.38 � 1:0 0 0

A b
F B 0 � 56 � 2:1 0

A c
F B 0 � 59 2.4 � 5:4

A ‘
F B 0 � 115 0 0

Table2:Coe� cientsA O and B O and observablesO used in the� tto theelectroweak data,

asde� ned in Eqs.(48){ (49).

3.1 Experim entalC onstraints

Having de�ned each classofm odels,weknow thateach will,by de�nition,belepto-

phobic.Howeveritrem ainsto beseen ifthey can describethephysicsasobserved at

LEP any betterthan theSM .Notethatasfarastheagreem entwith theLEP datais

concerned,theonly im portantfeatureofa m odelisthevalueoftheratioy=x.(In all

m odelsexceptthe �-m odelofSection 4 we willchoose to norm alize the U(1)0gauge

coupling g0such thatthequark doubletchargex = 1.)

To study this question,we have perform ed a �2 �t ofeach m odelto the LEP

data,broadly following the procedure ofRefs.[8,15]. W e take 9 independentLEP

observablesasinputs:�Z,R ‘ = �had=�‘,�had,R b,R c,M W =M Z,A
b
F B ,A

c
F B ,and A

‘
F B .

Theoretically,theshiftin each observableO can beexpressed asa function of��,�,

x,and y:
�O

O
= A O �� +

�

B
(1)

O
x+ B

(2)

O
y
�

�: (48)

However,itisonly in the sim ple case ofno kinetic{m ixing thatexpressions forA O

and B
(i)

O
follow directly from those given in Refs.[8,15]. Thisisbecause they take

Eq.(15)astherelation between s2W and �� M ;thatis,theexpressionsofRefs.[8,15]

assum ethat� = 0.For� 6= 0,Eq.(30)holdsinstead.W ethen re-express

A O �� = A
(1)

O
�� + A

(2)

O
�s 2

W ; �s 2
W � s

2
W � s

2
W j�= �= 0 (49)

whereA
(1)

O
includesonly theexplicitdependence oftheobservableO on ��,notthe

im plicitdependence through �s 2
W . The coe�cientsA

(i)

O
are easily generalized from

thediscussion ofRef.[15];num ericalvaluesfortheA
(i)

O
and B

(i)

O
aregiven in Table2.

Notethat�s 2
W isnota new param etertobe�t,sinceitissim ply afunction of�� M ,

� and � through Eqs.(29)and (30).Clearly for� = 0 theprocedureherereducesto

thatofRefs.[8,15].

UnlikeRef.[8],wehaveopted againstusing thedatafrom SLC.Asiswellknown,

the SLC data isapproxim ately 2� from the corresponding data atLEP.Thiscould
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M odel �� � � 2 �s(M Z)

SM 5� 10� 5 0 22.8 0.125

2 9:1� 10� 4 � 4:6� 10� 3 10.9 0.125

� 1 � 5:6� 10� 4 � 4:1� 10� 3 14.8 0.110

7/5 3:5� 10� 4 � 7:6� 10� 3 5.4 0.125

+1 � 2:6� 10� 4 � 8:9� 10� 3 4.0 0.123

Table 3:Resultsof� tto LEP data in the Standard M odel(at�s = 0:125,the best� tfor

the LEP data alone)and m odelswith charge ratiosy=x = 2;� 1;7=5;+ 1. In allcases the

�2 are for 7 dof,and m t = 175 G eV and m H iggs = 120 G eV are assum ed. The best � t

value of�s in therange 0:110 to 0:125 isquoted in each case.

bea system atic e�ectatLEP,SLC (orboth),ora sign ofnew physics.Herewewill

takethisdiscrepancy notto bea sign ofnew physics.Therefore,asthee�ectsweare

studying (R b and R c)are in the LEP data,we choose,in thispaper,to exclude the

SLC data from our�ts.

In our�tsforthem odelsofthisSection,wehavetaken Sextra = 0 and allowed for

�� extra to beeitherzero or� 0:001 consistentwith ourdiscussion in Section 2.2.The

negativevalueof�� extra in particularleadsto a relaxation ofthem asslim itson the

Z 0.

In Table 3 we have shown the �2 for each ofthe possible charge ratios y=x =

2;� 1;7=5,and +1 in addition to the SM ;the SM isde�ned by setting � = 0 in the

�t.Foreach m odel,wehavegiven thevaluesof�� and � atthem inim um �2,aswell

asthevalueof�s in therange0:110� �s � 0:125 which producesthebest�tto the

data.Fortwo ofthem odelslisted,thebest�tvalueof�� isnegative;however,the

�tdependsonly weakly on �� so thatpositivevaluesof�� areallowed atrelatively

low �2 asshown in Figure1.

Forthe two m ostattractive m odels,C(7/5)and C(1),we have included plotsin

Figures2 and 3 ofiso-�2 contoursin the(�;��M )plane.Thesolid ellipsesrepresent

contoursof�2 = 14:1 and 18:5,valueswhich correspond to goodness-of-�tsof95%

and 99% respectively for7 dof,assum ing �� extra = 0. In both cases,the contours

im pingesigni�cantly intothephysical�� M > 0region.Thedashed ellipsesrepresent

thecaseforwhich �� extra = � 0:001 asdiscussed earlierin thetext;forthiscasethe

allowed valuesof�� M arelarger.

Figures 2 and 3 also show contours of constant M Z 0 calculated assum ing the

perturbativity constraintsofEq.(47)and using the valuesofbm in tabulated in Ta-

ble1.FortheC(7/5)m odel,the95% (99% )C.L.bound on M Z 0 is180(350)GeV for

�� extra = 0 and 250(500)GeV for�� extra = � 0:001. Sim ilarly,forthe C(1)m odel

the95% (99% )C.L.bound on M Z 0 is150(300)GeV for�� extra = 0and 220(450)GeV

for�� extra = � 0:001.The B(7/5)m odelhasm asslim itsonly slightly strongerthan

thoseoftheC(7/5)m odel:170(320)GeV for�� extra = 0.Fortherem aining m odels

in Table1,thecorrespondingZ 0m asslim itsarem uch stronger(with theexception of
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the�-m odelofSection 4,which fallsinto thebroad classofm odelA buthassm aller

valueforthe�-function coe�cientb).

One m ightexpectthatZ 0-m odelsofthe type considered here would be strongly

constrained by either UA2 or CDF/DO.However, the strongest Z 0 m ass bounds

in the literature depend on observation ofthe leptonic decays ofthe Z 0,which are

highly suppressed in these leptophobic m odels. The dijet decays ofthe Z 0,which

dom inate itswidth,are hard to detect above background except forlim ited ranges

ofZ 0 m assesand couplings. In particular,CDF can only exclude Z 0 ! jj forM Z 0

roughly between 400 and 460GeV [21],and then only forSM strength (orstronger)

couplings. UA2 has a sim ilar bound ofM Z 0 > 260GeV [22],but here again one

requiresSM strength couplings.Notethatbecauseofthesm allcouplingsthatresult

from ourperturbativity constraint,wetend to �nd thattheproduction cross-section

fortheZ 0ata hadron colliderissuppressed by atleast40% com pared to theSM Z

cross-section. W e therefore �nd that UA2 does not provide a strong constraint on

theZ 0m assin thesem odels.

Allofthe theoreticalm assboundsthatwe have derived depend strongly on the

value ofthe U(1)0 gauge coupling,and thus on the size ofbm in and especially on

the assum ption ofperturbativity ofthe U(1)0 gauge coupling allthe way up to the

GUT scale. Ifthe U(1)0 interaction is enhanced to a non-Abelian group at som e

interm ediate scale,then the Z 0 m assboundsare m uch weaker;we are investigating

this possibility. By either decreasing bm in or decreasing � (the scale up to which

we require perturbativity),g0(M Z)willincrease. Asg
0 increasesthe Z 0 m assbound

increasesbuttheZ 0 production cross-section ata hadron collider,relative to a Z of

thesam em ass,also increases.Atsom e m ass,however,thekinem atic suppression of

theZ 0production winsand theexperim entalbound goesaway.W ewillnotconsider

thedetailsofthesecom peting e�ectshere.

Takingallthephenom enologytogether,includingthepossibilityofnaturallysm all

Z-Z 0 m ixing, we view the C(1),C(7/5),and the �-m odelofthe next Section as

prom ising Z 0explanationsoftheR b,R c anom alies.

4 T he �-m odel

Aswenoted in Section 1,E 6 isa natural,and forourpurposes,m inim al,choicefora

sim pleGUT group containing extra U(1)’s.In addition E 6 appearsasan underlying

featurein m any geom etriccom pacti�cationsoftheE 8� E8 heteroticstring.In either

case,the list ofpossible subgroups into which the E 6 can break is sm alland well-

de�ned.

Since E 6 is rank-6,its Cartan subalgebra contains two U(1) generators besides

those ofthe SM gauge groups. Atscalesjustabove the electroweak scale,the addi-

tionalgaugesym m etry could appeareitherasa com m uting U(1)0factor(aswehave

been assum ing up to thispoint)orasa uni�cation oftheSM groupsinto som enon-

Abelian group (e.g.,SU(4)c� SU(2)L � SU(2)R ).Thelatterchoicecannotdescribe
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1 7/5 2 -1

Figure 1: 99% C.L.contours for the four basic classes ofm odels labeled by their Q =uc

charge ratio in the (�;� �)plane.Thecrossrepresentsthe SM .

thephysicsatLEP since itcannotbeleptophobic.Returning to theform er,we can

writethenew U(1)0asa com bination ofthetwo extra U(1)’sin E 6,usually denoted

asU(1)� and U(1) :

Q
0(�)= cos� Q � + sin� Q  : (50)

In Table4 thechargesQ � and Q  aregiven foreach ofthestatesoftheM SSM using

thestandard em bedding into the27.

No linearcom bination ofU(1)� and U(1) iscom pletely leptophobic. The best

one can do is to �nd m odels for which the axialcoupling ofthe charged leptons

is zero. Since the vectorialcontributions for charged leptons appear proportional

to 1� 4s2W ’ 0:07,the Z 0 coupling to charged leptons could be highly suppressed

with respecttothehadroniccouplings.However,such m odelswould necessarily have

couplingsto theneutrinosoforderthehadroniccouplings.If,afterZ-Z 0m ixing the

nete�ectwerean increasein �inv atLEP,them odelcould bequickly ruled out.On

the otherhand,if�inv were to decrease,one could im agine thatsom e new source of

invisible Z-decays(e.g.,neutralinos)could o�setthe di�erence. W e considersuch a

scenario to be�netuned and do notconsiderithere.

However,aswas discussed in Section 2.1,in an arbitrary U(1)a � U(1)b m odel,

there is one m ore free param eter,a m ixing param eter gab for the two groups. In

thecaseofthebreaking ofsom e uni�ed gaugegroup,G G U T,atsom e high scale into

G G U T ! SU(3)c� SU(2)L � U(1)Y � U(1)0,thevalueofgab willbezero atthehigh
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100 200 350

Figure 2: �2 contours for the C(7/5) M odelin the (�;� �M ) plane. The solid ellipses

represent the 95% and 99% C.L.bounds on the � t. The dashed ellipses represent the

correspondingboundsif� �extra = � 0:001.Thethreesolid linesarecontoursofM Z 0 arising

from thetheoreticalconstraintofperturbativity oftheU (1)0coupling up to theG UT scale,

and are labeled in G eV.

q
5

3
Y 2

p
6Q  2

p
10Q � 2

p
15Q �

Q 1=6 1 � 1 � 2

uc � 2=3 1 � 1 � 2

dc 1=3 1 3 1

L � 1=2 1 3 1

ec 1 1 � 1 � 2

H u 1=2 � 2 2 4

H d � 1=2 � 2 � 2 1

D � 1=3 � 2 2 4

D c 1/3 � 2 � 2 1

�c 0 1 � 5 � 5

S 0 4 0 � 5

Table 4:U (1)chargesofthe statesofa 27 ofE 6.
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Figure 3: �2 contours forthe C(1)M odelin the (�;� �M )plane. See caption ofFigure 2

forexplanation.

scale.Nonetheless,through itsRGE’s,Eq.(24),gab willbedriven to non-zero values

forgenericparticlecontent.Thee�ectivecouplingtotheZ 0isthen Q e� = Q 0(�)+ � Y

where� = gab=g
0.

From the low-energy pointofview,� isa com pletely free param eterwhich m ust

be�tto thedatajustaswedid � or��.Therefore,wehaverepeated the�2 analysis

ofthepreviousSection;howeverthechargesoftheSM ferm ionsarenow com pletely

determ ined in term sof� instead ofx and y.Figure4isa�2 plotin theplaneof(�;�)

showingthe�tstotheLEP dataat95% and 99% C.L.Ateach pointin theplane,the

�2 valueism inim ized with respectto therem aining two freeparam eters,�� and �.

Along thebottom oftheplotareindicated thevaluesof� consistentwith the�, ,

and � m odels(� = 0,�=2,� tan� 1
q

5=3 ’ � 0:91 respectively)com m only discussed

in the literature. Allprevious discussions ofthese m odels (with the exception of

Ref.[23])havetacitly taken � = 0.

W hatisrem arkableaboutthe�tisthatitpicksa very particularm odelout,for

a lim ited range of�. To fallwithin the 95% C.L.region (�2 � 14:1),a m odelm ust

have � = � 0:89� 0:06 and � = 0:35� 0:08. Recallthatthe SM hasa �2 = 22:8 in

the sam e param eterization.Only one m odellieswithin theregion ofallowed �:the

so-called �-m odel.ThechargesoftheM SSM statesunderU(1)� aregiven in Table4.

Thatthebest�tin the(�;�)planeliesatQ0’ Q � and � ’ 1=3 isnotsurprising.

Thee�ective chargeQ e� = Q � + Y=3 iscom pletely leptophobic;in factitistheonly
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Figure 4:�2 contoursforgeneralE 6 m odels.Thetwo contoursrepresentcon� dence levels

of95% and 99% . Three canonicalE 6 m odels are labeled at the bottom . The two points

highlightthe �-m odelwith � = 1=3 (� )and � = 0:29 (4 ).

com bination ofthe three Abelian generatorsin E 6 which isleptophobic3.Note that

theQ � chargesofthelepton doubletL and thelepton singletec areproportionalto

theirhypercharges. Thus,U(1)� isuniquely picked outascapable ofdescribing the

new physicsatLEP.In Figure4 wehaveshown the� = 1=3 �-m odelwith a cross.

IfU(1)0isindeed U(1)�,thereareanum berofdirectconsequencesboth fortheory

and phenom enology.First,U(1)� doesnot�tinto any GUT group sm allerthan E 6.

Thus,ifthe uni�cation ofthe gauge couplings at a scale near 1016GeV is not an

accident,itindicateseithera true�eld-theoreticE 6 GUT (and no SU(5)orSO (10)

uni�cation)orstring-typeuni�cation in which SU(3)� SU(2)L� U(1)Y � U(1)� uni�es

directly atthescaleM M SSM = 2� 1016 GeV.Second,cancellation oftheanom aliesin

Eqs.(34){(37)requirestheexistence ofthreecom plete27’sofE 6.Besidestheusual

statesoftheM SSM ,onecan expectthreepairsofD and D c quarkswhich areSU(2)L
singlets with Y = � 1=3,two additionalpairs ofSU(2)L doublets with Y = � 1=2,

threeright-handed neutrinos,�ci,plusSM singlets(atleastoneofwhich willreceive

a vev to break U(1)� and willbeeaten by theZ
0).

W ecannow writethem assm atrixoftheZ-Z 0system .De�ningtan� � hHui=hH di

3After subm ission ofthis paper,we were kindly inform ed by F.delAguila that the possibility

ofa leptophobic U (1)in E 6 had been observed in Ref.[27];however,it wasnotrealized that the

required valueof�wasnaturally generated through radiativee� ectsin a m odelwith realisticm atter

content.
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and g� to be E 6-norm alized,the o�-diagonalelem entin the m assm atrix isgiven as

in Eq.(12):

�m 2 =
2g2g

0

cW

X

i

hT3i�iih(Q � + � Y )�ii

= �
1

2cW

s

5

3
g�g2v

2
Z sin

2
� (51)

wherethelastequality holdsforthecasewheretheonly SU(2)L doubletswith non-

zero vev’sareH u and H d.Forthecom pletely leptophobic �-m odel(i.e.,� = 1=3),�

and �� M arethen sim ply

� =
g2�c

2
W

g22

s

5

3
sin2�

 
M 2

Z

M 2
Z 0

!

; �� M =

s

5

3
sin2� �

 

1�
1

15sin4�

!

: (52)

Unfortunately,such a relationship between �� M and � doesnotprovidea very good

�tto thedata exceptneartheunphysicalvalueoftan� ’ 0:6;thebest�tconsistent

with Eq.(52)and tan� > 1 has�2 of22.0,notm uch betterthan theSM �2 = 22:8.

Thereisasecond related problem :since�m 2 � M 2
Z and weexpect(in theabsenceof

tuning)fortheZ 0m assto beonly som ewhatheavier,weshould expectlargem ixing

angles� toresult.Thisisgenericproblem ofU(1)0m odelswheretheU(1)0isexpected

to beradiatively broken closeto theweak scale[24].

The solution to both problem s involves the introduction ofadditionalSU(2)L
doublets,charged underU(1)0,which receive vev’snearthe weak scale. In ourcase

these willplay severalroles: arranging the �-functionsofthe m odelto unify atthe

GUT scale,allowing forsm all� by cancelling the Hu contribution to �m 2,likewise

decoupling �� M from �,and driving � > 0.

Consider,forexam ple,extending them inim al�-m odelto includethepairofdou-

bletswhich �tinto the[78;16 + 16;5 + 5]of[E 6;SO (10);SU(5)],with thedoublet

in the 5 getting a vev,v‘,near the weak scale. Then in the leptophobic �-m odel,

�m 2 / (v2Z sin
2� � v2‘). Ifa near cancellation can be arranged between the two

term sin �m 2,then sm allm ixing willresultand sim ultaneously �� M � � asneeded

phenom enologically.SinceM 2
Z / (v2Z + v2‘)and weneed vZ and v‘ ofthesam eorder,

the Higgsvevs,vu and vd,which give m assesto the ferm ionswillbe proportionally

sm aller. In the case vd � vu � v‘,the large top-bottom m ass ratio isnaturaland

thetop Yukawa isofthesam esizeasonewould expectin theM SSM with tan� = 1.

This is actually stillbelow the top Yukawa infrared pseudo-�xed point,which now

takesa largervalue(h�xedt ’ 1:25)becauseoftheslow running of�s in thism odel.

Im posing on the superpotentialofthe m inim al�-m odela discrete Z2 sym m etry

(a sim pleextension oftheusualR-parity)one�nds:

W � = Qu
c
H u + Qd

c
H d + Le

c
H d + SH uH d + SD D

c+ L�
c
H u (53)

Underthe R-parity,allthe statesofthe 27 areodd exceptH u,H d and S.Thissu-

perpotentialforbidsdim ension-4 proton decay;dim ension-5 operatorsarealso known
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to beunobservably sm allin the�-m odel[25].Thereappearsin thesuperpotentiala

Yukawam assterm fortheright-handed neutrino�elds,L�cH u.Tobeconsistentwith

current neutrino m ass bounds,this coupling m ust be sm allor zero or the �c m ust

havelargeM ajorana m assterm sthrough som esinglets.By ipping theR-parity as-

signm entofthe�c onecan forbid theterm altogether,butatthepriceofintroducing

into thesuperpotentialtheterm �cD dc.Such aterm would lead to D -dc m ixing were

�c to receive a non-zero vev.

One can also expectradiative sym m etry breaking m uch asin the M SSM .Ifthe

SD D c couplingisO (1),thesoftm assterm fortheS-�eld,m 2
S,willbedriven negative

through itsRGE’s,triggering U(1)�-breaking through hSi6= 0 ata scale justabove

the electroweak scale. (The electroweak sym m etry willsim ilarly be broken by m 2
H u

running negative due to the large top Yukawa coupling.) Since the singletS hasno

electroweak interactionsunlike H u,itisconceivable thatthe m ass-squared ofthe S

�eldsturnsnegativeata largerm om entum scalecom pared to H u.Thenon-zero hSi

willin turn produce a �H uH d and a �
0D D c term .ForSH uH d and SD D

c couplings

ofO (1),oneexpects�;�0� MZ 0.In particular,itisnaturalfortheD and D c states

to beheavierthan theZ.Finally,we notethatthereisno m echanism within the�-

m odelfor�c toreceivea vev radiatively which doesnotviolatesom eotherconstraint

(such asneutrino m assbounds)[25].ThusD -dc m ixing willnotoccur.

The�-m odelwith only three27’sofE6 doesnotsatisfy allofourinitialprinciples

because it does not have gauge coupling uni�cation. As m entioned above,uni�ca-

tion can bearranged by introducing onepairofSU(2)L doubletswith hypercharges
q

5=3Q Y = � 1

2
. From a string pointofview,these m ay be viewed ascom ing from

a 27 + 27 ora 78,the restofwhose statesreceived m assesatthe string scale [26].

This,along with anom aly cancellation considerations,requiresthe doubletsto have

equaland oppositeQ �.Ifthesedoubletsalsohavenon-zeroe�ectivechargesQ �+ � Y ,

theirvev’sm ay contribute to theZ-Z 0m ixing m atrix asoutlined above.A problem

m ay potentially arise in trying to generate vev’s forthese doubletsradiatively;one

possibility isto allow couplingsofthetypeH uH
0

d through singlets.

(Thism odelhas,beyond thespectrum oftheM SSM ,threeeach of(3;1)and(3;1)

and six of(1;2).Thisisexactly thecontentofthree(5+ 5)’sofSU(5).Notethatin

term softhechargeratio y=x,thepurely leptophobic(� = 1=3)�-m odelisequivalent

to M odelA ofSection 3. However,the presence ofkinetic m ixing (� 6= 0)induces

contributions to the oblique electroweak param eters not present in M odelA.Also

unlikethepurely leptophobicm odelsofthatSection thevalueof� in the�-m odelis

generically not1=3,butisinstead determ ined through the RGE’sand thusthrough

the low-energy spectrum . Further,its�-function issubstantially sm aller than that

ofM odelA with a single (5 + 5),since forthe �-m odelthe anom aly cancellation is

generation by generation,providing a m oreeconom icalsetofcharges.)

Therearetwo variantsofthe�-m odelforwhich thevalueof� attheelectroweak

scaleisofparticularinterest:(i)The\m inim al" �-m odelthatpossessesthreegener-

ationsof27’sand one additionalvector-like pairofHiggsdoubletsthatarisesfrom

22



M odel B Y Y B �� B Y �

�m in 9+ 3

5
9+ 12

5
� 6

5

�m ax 9+ 8

5
9+ 32

5
� 16

5

Table 5: Beta-function coe� cients forthe M inim aland M axim al�-m odels,G UT norm al-

ized.

the78 ofE 6.Thesedoubletshavecharges
q

5=3Q Y = � 1=2 and 2
p
15Q � = 6 under

the GUT-norm alized U(1)Y � U(1)� sym m etries;(ii)The \m axim al" �-m odelwith

in addition to thestatesofthem inim al�-m odela furthere�ective5+ 5 ofSU(5)is

added (sothatuni�cation ispreserved),butwhich iscom posed ofasecond vector-like

pairofthe doublets in the 78 togetherwith the colortriplets D + D com ing from

the27+ 27.Them axim alm odelhasthelargest�eld contentconsistentwith pertur-

bative uni�cation ofthe gauge couplingsat2� 1016GeV. The valuesofthe charge

inner products B ij forthese two m odels are given in Table 5. The �eld content of

both thesem odelsisconsistentwith sm all�m 2 in theZ-Z 0m assm atrix.

Running theSM couplingsup to theuni�cation pointand then num erically run-

ning theRGE’sofEq.(24)forgY ,g� and gY � down to theelectroweak scale,we�nd

predictionsfor� in thetwo m odels:

�m in = 0:11; �m ax = 0:29: (54)

Both ofthesearecalculated with �s(M Z)= 0:120.Largervaluesof�s(M Z)lead to a

slightincrease in thevaluesof� com pared to Eq.(54).The threshold correctionsto

� com ing from m asssplitting ofthelightstatesaretypically oforder0:01.Itisquite

rem arkable thatthetotally leptophobic valueof� = 1=3 isvery nearly predicted by

the renorm alization group running ofthe \m axim al" �-m odel. From the one-loop

RGE’s,thevalueoftheU(1)� gaugecoupling attheelectroweak scaleisg� = 0:40.

Given these values of� we can now investigate how wellthe �-m odelvariants

can �t the LEP data. As discussed in Section 2.2 we willconsider both the case

ofSextra = 0 and Sextra = 0:14 per pair ofhiggsino/lepton-like doublets. W e will

take �� extra = 0. The m inim alm odelis clearly disfavored by the data,having a

�2 no better than the SM for both values ofSextra. Likewise the m axim alm odel

with Sextra = 0 isdisfavored. The phenom enologically favored m axim alm odelhas5

doubletpairsgiving Sextra = 0:7 and a m inim um �2 = 13:9 ata Z 0m assof215GeV;

thisiswithin the95% C.L.boundsshown in Figure4,where them odelisindicated

by a triangle.Atthem inim um ,S � SM + Sextra = � 0:1.Notethatthegoodnessof

the �tdoesnotdepend strongly on the exactvalue ofSextra in the range 0.5 to 1.5;

in particulartheresulting S only varieswithin therange� 0:1 to 0:1.

Given g� andtheboundson�� M and� weareinapositiontocalculatethebounds

on theZ 0m ass,using Eq.(13).Forthe�-m odelwith � = 0:29,we�nd thatin order

to fallwithin the95% (99% )C.L.lim itsforour�t,then M Z 0 � 240(420)GeV,under

theassum ption ofno additionalcontributionsto ��.(New positivecontributionsto

23



400 300 200

Figure 5:�2 contoursforthe �-m odelwith � = 0:29 in the (�;� �M )plane.See caption of

Figure 2 forexplanation.Additionalpositive contributionsto � � reducethe best� tvalue

oftheZ 0m ass.

��,which are naturalin these m odels,push the best �t Z 0 m ass to lower values.)

These�tsareshown in Figure5.UA2hasperform ed aZ 0search in thedijetchannels,

excludingaZ 0with 100% branchingfraction tohadronsand SM strength interactions

up to m asses of260GeV [22]. However,given the value ofg� = 0:4 and the U(1)�
chargesofthe quarks,one can show thatthe production cross-section forthisZ 0 is

approxim ately 1/4 thatoftheZ,too sm allto beexcluded atUA2.

W hatisrem arkable aboutthisanalysisisthatthe �-m odel,which hasbeen ex-

tensively studied in the literature and for which strong bounds on its m ixing with

the Z and its m ass have been published,has been resuscitated by the inclusion of

the additionalU(1)kinetic m ixing e�ect. Thisiseven m ore so,since the value of�

iscorrectly predicted in speci�c m odelsin which only one discrete choice ofm atter

contenthasbeen m ade!

5 C onclusions

In thispaper,we have investigated the possibility ofexplaining the R b excess { R c

de�citreported by theLEP experim entsthrough Z-Z 0m ixing e�ects.W ehavecon-

structed a setofm odelsconsistentwith a restrictive setofprinciples:uni�cation of

theSM gaugecouplings,vector-likeadditionalm atter,and couplingswhich areboth
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generation-independentand leptophobic. These m odelsare anom aly-free,perturba-

tive up to the GUT scale,and contain realistic m ass spectra. Out ofthis class of

m odels,we�nd threeexplicitrealizations(the�,C(7/5),and C(1)m odels)which �t

the LEP data to a farbetterextentthan the unm odi�ed SM orM SSM and satisfy

allotherphenom enologicalconstraintswhich we have investigated. The �-m odelis

particularly attractive,com ing naturally from geom etricalcom pacti�cations ofhet-

eroticstring theory.Thisisespecially so sincethevalueofthem ixing param eter,�,

iscorrectly predicted given only onediscretechoiceofm attercontent.

In general,these m odelspredictextra m atterbelow 1TeV and Z 0 gauge bosons

below about500GeV,though theZ 0ofthesem odelswillbedi�cultto detectexper-

im entally.

N ote A dded

Afterthis work was com pleted two furtherinteresting works concerning the exper-

im entalconsequences ofleptophobic U(1)’s appeared [28][29]. These papers noted

thattherecan existim portantlow-energy constraintson leptophobic m odelsarising

from atom ic parity violation (APV) and deep-inelastic neutrino scattering experi-

m ents. In particular,Ref.[28]argued thatthe aesthetically appealing m odelsthat

we have constructed in thispaperare strongly disfavored by the APV data. W hile

thisisusually truein theheavy Z 0m assapproxim ation thatwehavebeen em ploying

up to now,this conclusion does not hold in the very interesting case ofa light Z 0

(M 2
Z 0
>
� m 2

Z),aswewillnow outline.

The APV experim entsresultin constraintson the so-called weak nuclearcharge

Q W ofvariouselem entssuch asCesium and Thallium with high atom icand neutron

num bers Z and N . The charge Q W is itself de�ned in term s of the product of

the axialelectron coupling with the up and down type quark vector coupling via

Q W = � 2fC1u(2Z + N )+ C1d(Z + 2N )g where

LN C = �
G F
p
2

X

i= u;d

C1i(e�5e)(qi
�
qi)+ � � �

In the casewhere the M Z 0 � mZ,both Z1 and Z2 exchange contribute to thecoe�-

cientsC1i.In theapproxim ation wherethem ixing issm all� � 1,butno expansion

ism adein them assratio r� (m2Z=M
2
Z 0),theexpression fortheC1i’sis

C1i= �
n

vi+ v
0

i�(1� r)
o

;

where the v’sand � arede�ned in Eqs.(4)and (9)respectively.Itisthereforeclear

thatthe constraintfrom the APV data becom esvacuousasr ! 1. Speci�cally,we

�nd thattheAPV data do notsigni�cantly increasethetotal�2 forZ 0m assesbelow

about150 GeV.
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Onem aysim ilarlyconsiderthee�ectofaleptophobicZ 0ontheneutrinoscattering

experim ents.W e�nd thattheparam eters"iL and "
i
R de�ned in Ref.[30],arealtered

by an am ount

�" i
L=R =

 
v
0

i� a
0

i

2

!

�(1� r);

respectively. Thus the weaker constraints from the neutrino scattering data also

dissappearforlightto m oderateZ 0m asses.

W e willaddress the full�t including these constraints (as wellas the SLC and

otherdata),m ore fully in a forthcom ing paperRef.[31],where we willalso discuss

them odelswith variantHiggsstructurem entioned in theSection 3 footnote.
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